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Present: 


ASFC 82-10-M 


COUNCIL OF THE FACULTY OF ARTS AND SCIENCE 
Minutes of the meeting held on Friday, October 22, 1982 


M. Singer, Chairman, R. Breen, D. Taddeo, J. Chaikelson, 
R. Roy, C. Foster, T. Arbuckle-Maag, A. Broes, C. Bertrand, 

K. Bindon, R. Diubaldo, A. Galler, C. Kalman, B. Lewis, 

M. Oppenheim, S. McEvenue, D. McDougall, G. Newsham, 

R. Pallen, B. Petrie, H. Proppe, J. Ryan, L. Sanders, 

H. Shulman, M. Squires, G. Trudel, A. Ketter, S. Ferguson, 

A. Okwudi, A. Megann, J. Griffin, M. Mingarelli, D. Dicks, 

J. Doyle, A. Ross, K. Riener, E. Raudsepp, F. MacLeod, P. Gott. 


Absent with regrets: M. Squires, G. Taggart 


Guests: R. Martin, J. Drysdale, T. Gray, H. Hill, R. Schmid, 


R. Swedburg. 


Call to Order 


The meeting was called to order at 1:30 p.m. 


Approval of Agenda 


(McEvenue/Ryan) to approve the agenda (revised) as circulated. 
Vote: Carried 


Chairman's Remarks 


Provost Singer, at the request of the Assistant Dean for Curriculum 
and the Dean of Division III, reported that the Recreation and 
Leisure Studies Curriculum Proposal referred to at the last meeting, 
had been withdrawn by the Dean of Division III. 


The Chairman informed the members of Council that the special 
meeting of Senate which was to have been held on November 12, to 
discuss the Fahey Report, has been cancelled. The discussion will 
take place at,the November 26 meeting.with the initial run-through 
on the report to take place on October 29. It is the intention of 
the Rector to report to the Board of Governors in December. The 
Provost gave notice that it is likely that there will .be.a meeting 
of this Council on November 12. 


With regard to Council's resolution asking the Registrar to re-schedule 
the graduation meeting, the Chairman said that the Registrar had 
agreed to present the lists to-day at about 4:00 p.m. 


Referring to the appraisals Report o'f the History Department on 
Recommendation 3,which was sent to Steering Committee for study, 

the Provost said that he had absented himself from that discussion. 

The recommendation given to him from the committee was that "the Provost 
inform Council that the Steering Committee concluded that no steps 

need be taken, but that all parties concerned should take cognizance 

of the spirit of the motion". 


82-10-2 


82-10-3 


4, 


Ss 


Questions and Announcements 


The Provost was unwilling to speculate on why the work of the Fahey and 
Marwick Reports had to be done in such great haste. 


Curriculum Committee's Response to Appraisals Recommendations 


a) 


b) 


Recreation and Leisure (ASFC 82-10-D1, addendum to-ASFC 82-9-D3) 


Profs. Schmid and Swedburg were granted speaking privileges. 
Professor Drysdale presented the report to Council. 


(Pallen/Bindon) that Council endorse Curriculum Committee's 
report on Recreation and Leisure Studies. The recommendation 
in the report states that: 


"In view of the considerations outlined above the Curriculum 
Committee recommends that Council request that the Deans and 
Provost of Arts and Science undertake a review of the Recreation 
and Leisure Studies programmes. This review should take into 
account the appraisal report and related documents as well as 
recent curriculum proposals from the programme. Both curricular 
and resource (i.e., budgetary) questions should be addressed. - 


In making this proposal the Curriculum Committee also concluded 
that it would be advisable that the most recent curriculum 
proposals from Recreation and Leisure Studies not be presented 
to Council at this time." 


Professor Petrie spoke on the viability of the program and the 
fact that the appraisal was a positive one. He made a plea for 
the cessation of further appraisals and for the acquisition of 
some full-time faculty. Professor Swedburg gave reasons as to 
why he did not think the curriculum proposals should be postponed. 


The motion was voted on and was carried. 


Curriculum Committee's Response to Appraisal Recommendations 
(ASFC_82-9-D3) 


(Bindon/Ryan) to approve recommendations i-dnd 2 of the report 
of the Curriculum Committee: 


"1) that during the academic year in which a department is 
appraised no major curriculum proposals from that department 
will be received or considered by the Curriculum Committee 
or the Council 


2) that departmental proposals of major curriculum change wil] 
be considered in the academic year following appraisal" 


Objections were raised over the advisability of ruling on the 
recommendations at this time. It was suggested that Recommendation 
3 should be dealt with first. The motion was withdrawn. 


12-10-4 


32-10-5 


32-10-6 


Recommendation 3 (ASFC 82-10-D4, ASFC 82-10-D5) 


Professor Drysdale explained why two versions of recommendation 3 
were before Council (ASFC 82-10-D4) and the conditions under which 
the Curriculum Committee would be willing to fulfill the mandate 
ASEE Sraicieny: Professor Drysdale said that the original version 

ASFC 82-10-D4) was being withdrawn by his Committee in favour of 
the version suggested by Steering Committee. He gave the background 
information on the Committee's proposal for a three stage process 
which it would be willing to oversee. He noted that the first three 
pages on ASFC 82-10-D5 (Review of Appraisal Process) had not been 
circulated. 


Provost Singer said that as a result of the Steering Committee's 
meeting held just before this one, two editorial changes were made 

on ASFC 82-10-D4: to change the date to April 15 and to charge Faculty 
Council, not the Curriculum Committee, to appoint the committee under 
item (3) in ASFC 82-10-D5. a 


(Taddeo/Roy) to approve Recommendation 3 second version as amended 
(ASFC 82-10-D4). 


Professor McEvenue objected to the inclusion of reference to the 
Fahey Report in the recommendation. It was thought by some that 
too much authority other than curricular was being given to the 

Curriculum Committee instead of to the Deans, or Council. 


(Megann/McEvenue) to amend the motion to remove the phrase "such 
consideration to include any recommendations emerging from the 
Fahey Report". 


Professor Bindon explained why the phrase was included in the 
recommendation. 


(Maag/Petrie) to table the document until after some discussion 
has taken place on the Fahey Report. Vote: Carried 


Looking to the Future - "Report of the Committee on Priorities 


and Planning "and" Phase 1 Report of the University Mission Study" 
Introductory Session 


Provost Singer suggested that Council go into a committee of the 
whole for about an hour in order to try to get a sense of Council's 
reactions to the documents. This would enable Steering Committee, in 
another session on Tuesday, to use the discussion at Council as well 
as Steering Committee's reading of the document, as a guide in formu- 
lating some procedures whereby the document can be discussed intelli- 
gently in coming meetings. The debates would be structured around the 
issues raised, 


82-10-7 (McEvenue/Doyle) to move into a committee of a whole. Vote: Carried 


Provost Singer invited members of Council to comment on the reports. 
A tour of the table was made. 


82-10-8 (Doyle/Galler) to move out of the committee of the whole. Vote: Carried 


7. Report of the Senate Sub-committee on the Examination for 
Competence in Written Expression (ASFC 82-9-D6, D7) 
Dean Chaikelson explained why the report was returned to Councils 
from Senate. 


82-10-9 (Chaikelson/Ryan) the Arts and Science Faculty re-affirms its 
support of the University writing test as a requirement for 
graduation and approves the model presented to Council. 


Provost Singer asked Professor Newsham who circulated a report from 
her department (2nd Version) to comment. She said that she thought 
that Council should accept the principle of having the tests, that 
administration of the tests should be carried out in consultation 
with the English Department, French Department and TESL Centre, and 
that the actual administration be done by some other university 
body like the Examinations Office. 


A lengthy debate followed which was interrupted by the arrival of 
Mr. Martin who was to present the graduation lists. 


82-10-10 (Doyle/Sahni) to table the motion on the floor until after the 
closed session. Vote: Carried 


Provost Singer asked that only members of Council remain in the 
room during the closed session. 


Closed Session 


li 


82-1-20 


Open Session 
The meeting returned to Item 7 - Examination for Competence in Written 
Expression. 


The motion was lifted from the table. 


Professor Newsham asked if it was possible to split the motion. 


(Taddeo/Petrie) to add to the motion that the committee that was set 
up be asked to consult with TESL to answer the questions raised by the 
TESL representative. The Provost rejected the motion saying that he 
would prefer two separate motions. 


82-10-21 


82-10-22 


9. 


10. 


The first motion (82-10-9) as expressed by Dean Chaikelson was voted 
on and carried. Professor Newsham asked that her opposing vote- be 
recorded. 


(McEvenue/Petrie) that Council recommends that Senate establish a 
revision committee, after the first testing, which would include in — 
its membership representatives from concerned departments with expertise 
in the matter. Vote: Carried 
Next Meeting 


November 5, 1982 


Adjournment 
The meeting was adjourned at 5:50 p.m. (Petrie/Proppe) 


